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throughout, and never vary in these respects. General paralysis, on the
other hand, may begin as an acute insanity, or may begin gradually and
insidiously. Its form may be euphoric and exalted, or dysphoric and
abased, or merely confused and amnemonic, and, subsequently, its type
becomes chronic and its form anoiac In every case, the form is easy to
observe, the type may be readily ascertained, but the variety may be long
in doubt; the reason being that the form and type are chiefly to be
ascertained by observation, while the variety rests upon induction, the
-data for which are not always to be had " (p. 221). It is no more to
be expected that this severely logical classification will prevail among
practical alienists than that the principles of a logical biology should
prevail among practical physicians or surgeons; but the classifications
are none the less of the highest teaching value. "The very important
distinctions between the various defects of memory have never been
described before " (preface). . This claim I am not able to confirm or
question; but the pages dealing with memory certainly deserve study.
It is a great satisfaction to have run rapidly through the beautifully
printed pages of this volume, which I did without first looking for an
index. 1 can, therefore, enjoy all the more Dr. Mercier's apologia for
his index-substitute. But it would be interesting psychologically to
know what he really thought proleptically of his critics when he was
constructing the indexes to the other three books named above, and
whether he thought the books were not " logically arranged " (p. 348).

W. L. M.

The Problem of Personality. By E. N. MERRINOTOK. Macmillan & Co.,
1916. Pp. viii, 229.

This little work, as the ' Foreword' tells us, was originally designed as a
thesis for the Harvard Ph.D., and it may be said at once that it fully
merited the bestowal of that degree. Whether it makes any real inde-
pendent contribution to the topic with which it deals is not so clear. Of
the two parts—the expository and critical and the constructive—of which
the book is composed, the former will, I think, be read with the greater
profit, inasmuch as the criticisms of well known thinkers like James,
Bradley (who by the way is hardly treated with the courtesy which it
becomes a young writer to show to a veteran philosopher), Royce, Rash-
dall and others are necessarily made fairly precise in their drift by the
quotations upon which they are founded. The constructive part, devoted
to a defence of the reality of personality, both human and divine, has
been found by one reader at least hard to follow. The author has an
ungrounded dislike of definitions, which he mistakes for attempts to
silence criticism by an exercise of arbitrary caprice. He forgets that,
after all, a writer in defining his terms is only attempting to make it
quite clear to his readers—and to himself—what he means and what he
does not mean by his statements. Mr. Merrington's own " constructive "
chapters turn wholly on the question what is meant by the constantly
recurring words "experience" and" "personality," but the present
reviewer is so far from knowing what Mr. Merrington means by these
words that he feels incompetent to say whether Mr. Merrington's doc-
trine is either new or true. Thus when Mr. Merringtou decides that
God is a Person, I am not sure (a) whether what' he^meana by this is
from the point of view of Christian theology, orthodox or merely
heretical, nor (6) whether it differs much from what Mr. Bradley, of
whom Mr. Merrington has so poor an opinion, might also have said.

 at Stockholm
s U

niversitet on A
ugust 25, 2015

http://m
ind.oxfordjournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://mind.oxfordjournals.org/


490 NEW BOOKS.

I think I might have been more able to answer both questions if the
author had told me what exactly he means by a person and, above all,
what he means by experiende. I suspect what he is really concerned to
maintain is something to which I should largely agree with him, but his
prejudice against " concepts " and definitions makes it very hard to be
sure.

As a general remark I may perhaps be allowed to say that I feel too
much is made nowadays of the words Person and Personality as ascribed
to God. I t is, at least significant, that throughout the whole formative
period of historical Christian theology it never seems to have occurred
to the minds of the great theologians that the " personality of God " was
a tenet of the faith. The proof of this is simple: one has only to try
to render the statement "God is a person " in the Greek of the early
Fathers or the Latin of the Great Western Doctors or of St. Thomas to
find that there are no words to the purpose in the vocabulary of either
Greek or Latin Christianity, ovtria, imoaracns, npoaairov, essentia, <ntb-
stantia, persona, not one of them will give the sense which appears to be
intended when a modern writer speaks of a "personal God'"'. And
this seems to suggest that perhaps we ourselves do not really know
exactly what we mean when we use the phrase. Until we do know, it
seems rash to regard the " Personality of God " as a fundamental truth.
Of course if all that is meant is that we shall be less out if we imagine-
God as a wise and good man then if we think of Him as a "force " like
gravity, or a " stream of tendency "—whatever that may mean—most of
the philosophers who come under Mr. Merrington's lash, if not all of
them, would probably admit this. But if the proposition is put forward
as conveying important knowledge about God "a s He is in Himself." I
feel inclined to respond with the familiar doctrine of the schools that
nou possumus in hae rita ridere Ifeum per essentiam. At most the-
proposition must mean simply that I stand to God in relations in which
I can stand only to persons. But when I ask myself what relations can
I sustain only towards persons, I find myself thrown back in attempting,
an answer on just that juridical sense of the word "person" which Mr.
Merrington regards as insignificant.

A. E. T.

The Fundamentals of Psyclwloyy. By \V. B. PILLSBURT. New York :
The Macmillan Co., 1916. Pp. vii, 562. 8s. 6d. net.

The distinctive feature of Prof. Pillsbury's text-book is its theoretic
impartiality. All notable points of view are indicated, so that the ex-
position represents fairly the state of the psychological mind of the
present time in general. Such a book may be a welcome counterpart
to any teaching that is directed mainly towards some special point of
view. The text is clearly and lightly written.

The plan followed is much the same as that of the author's Essentials
of Psychology, which contained 362 pages. The treatment of the nervous
system has grown from 44 to 83 pages, that of the sensations from 44 to
118 pages. In the latter physiological matter preponderates.

A few points from this part may be noted by way of criticism. "The
tritone, the fourth, and the fifth, the accepted intervals of the Greeks,
have gradually given way to the thirds and sixths, and now we see
seconds and sevenths admitted to music under certain ciroumstances "
(p. 159); tliis probably refers to the classification of the octave, fifth,
and fourth as consonances by the Greeks and to the later, and our,
inclusion of the thirds and sixths in the same, class. The statement
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